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We  preface  this  reprint  of  Ambassador  Adlai  E.  Stevenson’s  address 
before  the  United  Nations  with  a brief  explanation  of  the  background 
and  work  of  the  Committee  of  One  Million. 

The  Committee  of  One  Million  was  founded  in  1953  to  mobilize 
and  articulate  what  we  believe  to  be  the  overwhelming  opposition  of 
the  American  people  to  the  admission  of  Communist  China  to  the 
United  Nations.  Under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  our 
Government  performs  its  functions  and  carries  out  its  policies  with  the 
advice  and  only  with  the  consent  of  the  American  people.  This  is  the 
nature  of  our  political  system,  the  most  perfect  yet  created  by  man.  Its 
existence  and  its  proper  function,  however,  depends  wholly  on  whether 
or  not  the  majority  of  the  American  people  exercise  their  citizen’s  pre- 
rogative. In  times  past,  because  of  apathy  and  default,  the  minority  has 
promulgated  various  actions  which  have  proven  inimical  to  the  interest 
of  the  Nation.  The  Committee  of  One  Million  was  organized  to  see 
that  this  did  not  happen  insofar  as  United  States  policies  toward  Com- 
munist China  were  concerned. 

In  the  more  than  eight  years  since  it  was  founded,  the  Committee 
of  One  Million  has  articulated  the  American  people’s  opposition  to  any 
steps  which  would  build  the  power  and  prestige  of  Communist  China 
to  the  detriment  of  our  Nation’s  security  and  honor.  Because  of  the 
Committee’s  existence,  the  small  minority  in  our  country  which  would 
see  us  accept  and  even  embrace  Chinese  Communist  tyranny  and  aggres- 
sion, have  been  thwarted  in  their  aims.  Working  from  a broad  biparti- 
san base,  and  financed  through  small  contributions  from  Americans  in 
every  part  of  the  country,  the  Committee  of  One  Million  has  achieved 
national  and  international  recognition  as  the  responsible  voice  of  the 
overwhelming  majority  of  the  American  people  united  in  opposing 
any  steps  which  would  strengthen  the  political,  economic  or  aggressive 
power  of  the  Peiping  regime.  The  work  of  the  Committee  of  One  Mil- 
lion is  part  of  the  great  heritage  of  our  nation.  Like  the  "pamphleteers” 
who  founded  the  Republic,  we  hope  to  add  our  part  to  its  preservation 
and  security. 
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Publication  of  Ambassador  Adlai  E.  Stevenson’s  address  before 
the  United  Nations  is  an  example  of  the  type  of  work  which  our  Com- 
mittee carries  on.  Further,  it  is  an  indication  of  our  bipartisan  approach 
to  the  problem.  The  Committee’s  membership  is  composed  of  repre- 
sentatives of  all  phases  of  American  life  and  thought:  conservatives 
and  liberals;  Democrats  and  Republicans;  Christians  and  Jews;  manage- 
ment and  labor.  The  threat  of  Red  China  does  not  affect  one  segment 
of  the  American  people.  The  threat  is  directed  to  all. 

Within  the  last  year,  the  Committee’s  work  has  been  brought  to 
the  American  people  in  every  way  possible.  During  1961,  the  Commit- 
tee circulated  a petition  which  was  endorsed  by  351  members  of  Con- 
gress and  signed  by  over  1,250,000  individual  Americans.  Through  our 
Committee’s  film,  "Red  China  — Outlaw!” — and  through  publications 
and  distribution  of  pamphlets  such  as  this — the  American  people  have 
been  given  the  facts  and  have  utilized  this  information  to  continue  to 
stand  fast  against  any  appeasement  of  Red  China. 

The  struggle  still  continues  and  indeed  becomes  more  difficult. 
The  forces  of  appeasement,  expediency  and  fear  have  not  been  dis- 
couraged. They  are  perhaps  more  potent  than  ever,  crying  out  for  recog- 
nition of  Peiping  and  its  admission  to  the  United  Nations.  The  work 
of  the  Committee  is  as  vitally  important  today  as  it  was  over  eight 
years  ago. 

All  that  has  been  accomplished  in  the  past  has  been  due  to  the 
support  of  those  Americans  who  were  aware  of  the  importance  of  the 
issues  and  were  willing  to  step  forward  and  be  counted.  Whatever  the 
Committee  of  One  Million  is  able  to  do  in  the  future  still  depends  on 
such  Americans  as  these.  Our  future  rests  in  the  hands  of  the  American 
people.  If  our  work  is  supported,  we  shall  see  justice  triumph  over  evil 
and  freedom  prevail  throughout  the  world.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
American  people  fall  into  a state  of  apathy,  then  the  fight  will  be  lost 
through  default.  It  is  up  to  each  and  every  one  of  us  to  say  which  road 
our  nation  and  the  world  will  follow. 
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Jntrobuction 

By  Walter  H.  Judd 


For  ten  years  some  Americans  have  urged  that  the  United 
States  support  the  seating  in  the  United  Nations  of  the  Com- 
munist regime  which,  in  1949,  finally  seized  control  of  mainland 
China  by  subversion  and  insurrection  with  the  active  assistance 
of  the  Soviet  Union.  Every  year  it  was  argued  that  Red  China  is 
"here  to  stay”;  we  must  be  "realistic”;  we  must  "accept  facts”; 
"we  can  deal  with  Red  China  better  in  the  U.  N.  than  out  of  it,” 
etc.,  etc.  There  were  no  "facts”  to  support  these  arguments; 
but  the  assertion  that  China’s  admission  was  "inevitable”  was 
made  so  repeatedly  and  confidently  that  many,  particularly  in 
"liberal”  circles,  came  to  believe  it. 

Yet,  under  the  Chairmanship  of  Ambassador  Adlai  E.  Steven- 
son, the  United  States  delegation  to  the  United  Nations  led  the 
opposition  to  the  admission  of  Red  China  in  the  Fall  of  1961.  On 
December  15,  1961,  after  a full  and  open  discussion  of  the  issue, 
the  General  Assembly  rejected  a Soviet  resolution  to  seat  the 
Chinese  Communist  regime  in  China’s  seat  in  the  U.  N.  Forty- 
seven  nations  joined  with  the  United  States  in  voting  against  the 
seating  of  Red  China;  37  nations  voted  jor  its  seating;  19 
abstained. 

An  earlier  vote  was  even  more  significant.  The  U.  N.  mem- 
bers voted  6l  to  34,  almost  two  to  one,  with  seven  abstaining,  to 
make  the  expulsion  of  Free , China  and  seating  of  Communist 
China  an  "important  question.”  To  take  an  action  on  an  impor- 
tant question  requires  a two-thirds  majority.  This  vote  meant  that 
Red  China  is  not  likely  in  the  foreseeable  future  to  be  able  to 
muster  the  two-thirds  vote  necessary  to  get  into  the  United  Na- 
tions, where  its  ability  to  make  trouble  internationally  would  be 
greatly  enhanced. 

These  votes  followed  presentation  by  Ambassador  Adlai  E. 
Stevenson  of  the  United  States’  case  to  the  General  Assembly.  The 
Committee  of  One  Million  is  happy  to  reprint  Ambassador 
Stevenson’s  address  given  on  December  1,  1961,  because  we  be- 
lieve it  so  effectively  presents  the  reasons  why  the  American 
people  and  their  Government  have  been  and  are  opposed  to  the 
admission  of  the  Peiping  regime  to  the  U.  N. 

Administrations  may  change,  but  facts  do  not.  And  the  facts 
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with  respect  to  Red  China’s  lack  of  qualifications  for  membership 
in  the  U.  N.  remain  the  same  under  President  Kennedy  as  they 
had  been  under  Presidents  Truman  and  Eisenhower. 

Those  of  us  who  have  warned  for  more  than  thirty  years 
against  the  menace  of  Communism  in  China  have  done  so  because 
of  concern  for  the  best  interests  of  our  nation  and  of  world  free- 
dom. Through  the  Committee  of  One  Million,  we  have  worked  to 
mobilize  and  articulate  American  sentiment  on  this  great  issue. 
It  strengthens  our  stand  when  those  Americans  who  have  had  a 
different  point  of  view  come  to  the  same  position. 

So  I am  particularly  pleased  to  have  the  opportunity  to  write 
this  introduction  to  Ambassador  Stevenson’s  speech.  As  a Repub- 
lican, I have  differed  with  him  on  a good  many  issues.  It  is  gratify- 
ing that  we  now  have  no  differences  on  this  issue. 

His  stirring  presentation  of  our  nation’s  position  is  an  indi- 
cation of  two  important  facts: 

— that  American  opposition  to  the  admission  of  Communist 
China  to  the  U.  N.,  or  any  other  steps  which  would  build  the 
power  and  prestige  of  the  Peiping  regime,  is  a truly  biparti- 
san reflection  of  the  American  people’s  sentiment  regardless 
of  political  affiliation  or  political  philosophy; 

— that  the  historic  factors  involved  preclude  concessions  to 
or  appeasement  of  the  Peiping  regime.  From  the  time  Am- 
bassador Stevenson  was  entrusted  with  his  responsibilities 
as  our  representative  in  the  United  Nations — and,  by  that 
token,  become  privy  to  top-level  information  on  the  great 
problems  and  dangers  which  Red  China  poses  to  our  national 
security  and  to  the  security  of  our  friends  and  allies  through- 
out the  world  (and  to  the  survival  of  the  U.  N.  itself) — he 
became  publicly  aware  of  the  necessity  of  standing  steadfast 
against  any  attempts  to  meet  the  blandishments  of  Red  China 
with  appeasement  or  weakness.  He  rose  to  the  occasion. 

Another  demonstration  of  the  bipartisan  support  of  this 
point  of  view  are  the  remarks  made  by  United  States  Assistant 
Secretary  of  State  for  Far  Eastern  Affairs,  The  Honorable  Averell 
Harriman,  when  he  visited  Taiwan  on  March  16,  1962.  Like  Am- 
bassador Stevenson,  Mr.  Harriman  is  a representative  of  "liberal” 
thought  and  politics  in  the  United  States.  Many  in  those  circles 
had  urged  acceptance  of  Red  China  partly  because  of  its  supposed 
reforms  and  efficiency.  The  Chinese  people  were  said  to  be  so 
much  "better  off”  under  Communism.  Therefore,  what  Mr.  Harri- 
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man  said  has  special  interest: 

'7  think  there  is  a full  agreement,  fudging  from  all  the  in- 
formation that  we  have  received,  that  there  is  a complete  and 
utter  disaster  on  the  Mainland  of  China.  It  is  not  the  weather.  It 
is  the  incompetence  of  the  Communist  organization  to  inspire 
the  farmers  to  produce  food. 

"What  Free  China  had  achieved  offered  a sharp  contrast  to 
the  worsening  situation  on  Mainland  China  under  the  Reds. 
When  I arrived,  I pointed  to  the  extraordinary  progress  that  has 
been  made  in  the  economic  life  in  Taiwan — particularly  in  agri- 
culture . . . All  one  has  to  do  is  to  come  here  to  China,  in  Taipei, 
and  see  what  free  men  can  produce  under  a system  in  which  the 
farmer  owns  his  own  land.” 

Mr.  Harriman  also  quoted  again  President  Kennedy’s  state- 
ment of  October  1961:  "The  United  States  has  always  considered 
the  government  of  the  Republic  of  China  the  only  rightful  govern- 
ment representing  China  and  has  always  given  full  support  to 
the  position  and  to  all  the  rights  of  that  government  in  the  United 
Nations.  Therefore,  the  United  States  firmly  opposes  the  entry  of 
the  Chinese  Communists  into  the  United  Nations  or  into  any 
components  of  the  United  Nations.” 

The  Committee  of  One  Million  does  not  intend  to  rest  on  its 
oars.  We  are  aware  of  and  alert  to  the  continuing  efforts  to  foster 
a change  in  our  policy,  which  would  have  the  United  States  ex- 
tend diplomatic  recognition  to  the  Peiping  regime  and  relax  its 
opposition  to  the  admission  of  Red  China  to  the  U.  N.  These 
efforts,  unfortunately,  have  powerful  backing.  Much  of  it  comes 
from  the  "liberal”  publications,  organizations  and  individuals 
which  have  claimed  Ambassador  Stevenson  and  Mr.  Harriman 
as  prominent  among  their  leadership. 

We  believe  that  those  who  advocate  concessions  to  Red 
China  are — unless  or  until  there  is  a dependable  change  in  its 
conduct — mistaken  and  are  not  serving  the  best  interests  of  their 
own  nation,  world  freedom  or  the  United  Nations  itself.  The 
American  people  applaud  the  stand  of  President  Kennedy,  Secre- 
tary Rusk  and  Ambassador  Stevenson  on  this  issue  because  we 
want  our  Government  to  take  all  steps  necessary  to  preserve  the 
strength  and  integrity  of  our  nation,  both  at  home  and  abroad. 
Steadfastness  against  Red  China  is  one  of  these  steps. 

There  is  much  to  be  learned  by  all  Americans  from  Ambassa- 
dor Stevenson’s  eloquent  marshalling  of  the  reasons  why  Ameri- 
can policy  in  opposition  to  Communist  China  has  been  correct 
in  the  past  and  must  be  resolutely  continued  until  Communism  in 
China  abandons  its  aggressive  exr  msionism,  i.e.  until  it  abandons 
Communism. 
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©tatement 


by 

Ambassador  Adlai  E.  Stevenson, 
United  States  Representative  to  the 
United  Nations  on  December  1,  1961, 
to  a Plenary  Session  of  the 
General  Assembly  on  the  question 
of  representation  of 
China  in  the  United  Nations. 


The  question  confronting  the  Assembly  of  the  representation 
of  China  in  the  United  Nations  is  of  world-wide  importance. 

More  is  at  stake  than  the  status  of  certain  delegations.  More 
is  at  stake  than  the  registering  or  reflecting  of  existing  facts  of 
power.  Indeed,  the  underlying  question  is  how  the  great  people 
of  China,  who  by  a tragedy  of  history  have  been  forcibly  cut  ofif 
from  their  own  traditions  and  even  led  into  war  against  the  com- 
munity of  nations,  can  be  enabled  to  achieve  their  own  desires  to 
live  with  themselves  and  with  the  rest  of  the  world  in  peace  and 
tolerance. 

This  question  has  a long  history.  For  twelve  years  past,  ever 
since  the  Communist  armies  conquered  the  Chinese  mainland  and 
the  Republic  of  China  relocated  its  government  in  Taipei,  the 
community  of  nations  has  been  confronted  with  a whole  set  of 
profoundly  vexing  problems.  Most  of  them  have  arisen  from 
aggressive  military  actions  by  the  Chinese  Communists — against 
Korea,  against  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of  China  on  its 
island  refuge,  against  Tibet,  and  against  South  and  Southeast 
Asia. 

The  problem  before  us  today,  in  its  simplest  terms,  is  this: 
the  authorities  who  have  carried  out  those  aggressive  actions, 
who  have  for  twelve  years  been  in  continuous  and  violent  defiance 
of  the  principles  of  the  United  Nations  and  of  the  resolutions  of 
the  General  Assembly,  and  deaf  to  the  restraining  pleas  of  law- 
abiding  members — these  same  warlike  authorities  claim  the  right 
to  occupy  the  seat  of  China  here,  and  demand  that  we  eject  from 
the  United  Nations  the  representatives  of  the  Republic  of  China. 
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The  gravity  of  this  problem  is  heightened  in  its  world-wide 
political  and  moral  significance  by  the  fact  that  the  Republic  of 
China’s  place  in  the  United  Nations,  since  its  founding  in  1945, 
has  been  filled  by  its  representatives  with  distinction — filled  by 
representatives  of  a law-abiding  government  which,  under  most 
difiicult  circumstances,  has  done  its  duty  well  and  faithfully  in 
the  United  Nations,  and  against  which  there  is  no  ground  for 
serious  complaint,  let  alone  expulsion. 

The  United  States  believes,  as  we  have  believed  from  the 
beginning,  that  the  United  Nations  would  make  a tragic  and 
perhaps  irreparable  mistake  if  it  yielded  to  the  claim  of  an 
aggressive  and  unregenerate  "People’s  Republic  of  China”  to  re- 
place the  Republic  of  China  in  the  United  Nations.  I realize  that 
we  have  sometimes  been  charged  with  "unrealism” — and  even 
with  "ignoring  the  existence  of  600,000,000  people.” 

That  is  a strange  charge.  My  country’s  soldiers  fought  with 
other  soldiers  of  the  United  Nations  in  Korea  for  nearly  three 
years  against  a huge  invading  army  from  the  mainland  of  China. 
My  country’s  negotiators  have  done  their  best,  for  nearly  ten 
years,  at  Panmunjom,  at  Geneva,  at  Warsaw,  to  negotiate  with 
the  emissaries  of  Peking. 

No  country  is  more  aware  of  their  existence.  I think  it  could 
be  said  with  more  justice  that  it  would  be  dangerously  unrealistic 
if  this  assembly  were  to  bow  to  the  demands  of  Peking  to  expel 
and  replace  the  Republic  of  China  in  the  United  Nations;  it 
would  be  ignoring  the  warlike  character  and  aggressive  behavior 
of  the  rulers  who  dominate  600,000,000  people  and  who  talk  of 
the  inevitability  of  war  as  an  article  of  faith  and  refuse  to  re- 
nounce the  use  of  force. 

One  of  the  great  revolutionary  changes  of  our  time  has  been 
a spectacular  revolution  of  emancipation  and  hope.  But  this  cen- 
tury has  also  bred  more  sinister  revolutions  born  out  of  reaction 
to  old  injustices  and  out  of  the  chaos  of  world  war.  These  move- 
ments have  brought  into  being  a plague  of  warrior  states — the 
scourge  of  our  age.  These  regimes  have  been  characterized  not  by 
democracy  but  by  dictatorship;  they  have  been  concerned  not 
with  people  but  with  power;  not  with  the  consent  of  the  people 
but  with  control  of  the  people;  not  with  tolerance  and  concilia- 
tion but  with  hatred,  falsehood,  and  permanent  struggle.  They 
have  varied  in  their  names  and  their  ideologies  but  that  has  been 
their  essential  character. 

Nowhere  have  these  qualities  been  carried  to  a greater  ex- 
treme, or  on  a grander  scale,  than  on  the  mainland  of  China  under 
Communist  rule.  The  regime  has  attempted  through  intimidation. 
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hunger,  and  ceaseless  agitation — and  through  a so-called  "com- 
mune” system  which  even  allied  Communist  states  view  with 
distaste — to  reduce  a brilliant  and  spirited  civilization  to  a culture 
of  military  uniformity  and  iron  discipline.  Day  and  night,  by 
poster  and  loudspeaker  and  public  harangue,  the  people  are  re- 
minded of  their  duty  to  hate  the  foreign  enemy. 

Into  the  international  sphere  the  Chinese  Communists  have 
carried  the  same  qualities  of  arrogance,  regimentation  and  aggres- 
sion. Many  people  hoped,  after  their  invasion  of  Korea  ended, 
that  they  would  thereupon  give  up  the  idea  of  foreign  conquest. 
Instead  they  sponsored  and  supplied  the  communizing  of  North 
Vietnam;  they  resumed  their  warlike  threats  against  Taiwan; 
they  launched  a campaign  of  armed  conquest  to  end  the  auton- 
omy of  Tibet;  and  all  along  their  southern  borders  they  have 
pressed  forward  into  new  territory.  To  this  day,  in  a fashion  re- 
calling the  early  authoritarian  emperors  of  China,  they  pursue 
all  these  policies,  and  in  addition  seek  to  use  the  millions  of 
Chinese  residing  abroad  as  agents  of  their  political  designs. 

In  fact,  these  modern  Chinese  Imperialists  have  gone  further 
than  their  Imperial  Ancestors  ever  dreamed  of  going.  There  are 
at  this  time  in  Communist  China  training  centers  for  guerrilla 
warfare,  young  men  from  Asia,  Africa  and  Latin  America  being 
trained  in  sabotage  and  guerrilla  tactics  for  eventual  use  in  their 
own  countries.  Thus  the  strategy  of  Mao  Tse-Tung,  of  "Pro- 
tracted Revolutionary  War  in  the  Rural  Areas,”  has  become  one 
of  the  principal  world  exports — and  no  longer  an  "Invisible 
Export” — of  Communist  China. 

We  have  exact  information  about  some  of  these  activities. 
For  example,  we  have  the  testimony  of  six  young  men  from  the 
Republic  of  Cameroon  who  traveled  clandestinely  from  their 
country  to  the  mainland  of  China  last  year.  They  arrived  in  China 
on  June  9 and  left  on  August  30.  During  that  period  they  had  a 
ten-week  course  from  French-speaking  instructors  in  a military 
academy  outside  Peking.  The  curriculum  of  this  educational  in- 
stitution, taken  from  the  syllabus  those  men  brought  home,  in- 
cluded such  items  as  these: 

Correct  use  of  explosives  and  grenades. 

Planning  a sabotage  operation. 

How  to  use  explosives  against  houses,  rails,  bridges,  tanks, 

guns,  trucks,  tractors,  etc. 

Manufacture  of  explosives  from  easily  obtained  materials. 
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Manufacture  and  use  of  mines  and  grenades. 

Use  of  semi-automatic  rifles  and  carbines. 

Theory  and  practice  of  guerrilla  warfare;  ambushes;  attacks 

on  communications. 

Political  lectures  with  such  titles  as  "The  People’s  War,” 
"The  Party,”  "The  United  Front,”  and — of  course!  "The  Imperial- 
ists Are  Only  Paper  Tigers.” 

This,  incidentally,  was  the  fourth  in  a series  of  courses  to 
train  Camerounians  to  fight  for  the  overthrow,  not  of  European 
Colonial  Rulers,  (for  their  rule  had  already  ended)  but  of  their 
own  sovereign  African  Government. 

Such  an  affinity  for  aggressive  violence,  and  for  subversive 
interference  in  other  countries,  is  against  all  the  rules  of  the 
civilized  world;  but  it  accords  with  the  outlook  and  objective  of 
the  Peking  rulers.  It  was  the  supreme  leader  of  Chinese  Com- 
munism, Mao  Tse-Tung,  who  summed  up  his  world  outlook  over 
twenty  years  ago  in  these  words:  ^'Everything  can  be  made  to 
grow  out  of  the  barrel  of  a gun.”  And  again:  "The  central  duty 
and  highest  form  of  revolution  is  armed  seizure  of  political  power, 
the  settling  of  problems  by  means  of  war.  This  Marxist-Leninist 
principle  is  universally  correct,  whether  in  China  or  in  foreign 
countries;  it  is  always  true.” 

President  Tito  of  Yugoslavia  knows  to  what  extremes  this 
dogma  of  violence  has  been  carried.  In  a speech  to  his  people  in 
1958,  he  quoted  the  "Chinese  Leaders”  as  saying  with  apparent 
complacency  "that  in  any  possible  war  . . . there  would  still  be 
300  million  left',  that  is  to  say,  300  million  would  get  killed  and 
300  million  would  be  left  behind  . . .” 

In  an  age  when  reasonable  men  throughout  the  world  fear 
and  detest  the  thought  of  nuclear  war,  from  the  Chinese  Com- 
munist thinkers  there  comes  the  singular  boast  that,  after  such  a 
war,  "on  the  debris  of  a dead  imperialism  the  victorious  people 
would  create  with  extreme  rapidity  a civilization  thousands  of 
times  higher  than  the  capitalist  system  and  a truly  beautiful 
future  for  themselves.” 

In  fact,  only  three  months  ago  it  was  these  same  Chinese 
Communist  Leaders  who  officially  acclaimed  the  resumption  of 
nuclear  tests  by  the  Soviet  Union  as  "A  powerful  inspiration  to 
all  peoples  striving  for  world  peace.”  What  a queer  idea  of  world 
peace  they  seem  to  have! 
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With  such  a record  and  such  a philosophy  of  violence  and 
fanaticism,  no  wonder  this  regime,  after  twelve  years  still  has  no 
diplomatic  relations  with  almost  tw^o-thirds  of  the  governments 
of  the  world.  One  cannot  help  wondering  what  the  representa- 
tives of  such  a predatory  regime  would  contribute  in  our  United 
Nations  Councils  to  the  solution  of  the  many  dangerous  questions 
which  confront  us. 

I believe  these  facts  are  enough  to  show  how  markedly  Com- 
munist China  has  deviated  from  the  pattern  of  progress  and 
peace  embodied  in  our  Charter  and  toward  which  the  community 
of  nations  is  striving.  In  its  present  mood  it  is  a massive  and 
brutal  threat  to  man’s  struggle  to  better  his  lot  in  his  own  way — 
and  even,  perhaps,  to  man’s  very  survival.  Its  gigantic  power,  its 
reckless  ambition,  and  its  unconcern  for  human  values,  make  it 
the  major  world  problem. 

Now — what  is  to  be  done  about  this  problem?  And  what  in 
particular  can  the  United  Nations  do? 

The  problem  is,  in  reality,  age-old.  How  can  those  who 
prize  tolerance  and  humility,  those  whose  faith  commands  them 
to  "love  those  that  hate  you,”  how  can  they  make  a just  reply  to 
the  arrogant  and  the  rapacious  and  the  bitterly  intolerant?  To 
answer  with  equal  intolerance  would  be  to  betray  our  own 
humane  values.  But  to  answer  with  meek  submission  or  with  a 
convenient  pretense  that  wrong  is  not  really  wrong — this  would 
betray  the  institutions  on  which  the  future  of  a peaceful  world 
depend. 

There  are  some  who  acknowledge  the  illegal  and  aggressive 
conduct  of  the  Chinese  Communists,  but  who  believe  that  the 
United  Nations  can  somehow  accommodate  this  unbridled  power, 
and  bring  it  in  some  measure  under  the  control — or  at  least  the 
influence — of  the  community  of  nations.  They  maintain  that  this 
can  be  accomplished  by  bringing  Communist  China  into  par- 
ticipation in  the  United  Nations.  By  this  step — so  we  are  told — 
the  interplay  of  ideas  and  interests  in  the  United  Nations  would 
sooner  or  later  cause  these  latter-day  empire-builders  to  abandon 
their  warlike  ways  and  accommodate  themselves  to  the  rule  of 
law  and  the  comity  of  nations. 

This  is  a serious  view  and  I intend  to  discuss  it  seriously. 
Certainly  we  must  never  abandon  hope  of  winning  over  even  the 
most  stubborn  antagonist. 

But  reasons  born  of  sober  experience  oblige  us  to  restrain 
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our  wishful  thoughts.  There  are  four  principal  reasons  which  I 
think  are  of  overriding  importance  and  I most  earnestly  urge  the 
Assembly  to  consider  them  with  great  care:  for  the  whole  future 
of  the  United  Nations  may  be  at  stake. 

My  first  point  is  that  the  step  advocated,  once  taken,  is 
irreversible.  We  cannot  try  it  and  then  give  it  up  if  it  fails  to 
work.  Given  the  extraordinary  and  forbidding  difficulty  of  ex- 
pulsion under  the  Charter,  we  must  assume  that,  once  in  our 
midst,  the  Peking  representatives  would  stay — for  better  or  for 
worse. 

Secondly,  there  are  ample  grounds  to  suspect  that  a power 
given  to  such  bitter  words  and  ruthless  actions  as  those  of  the 
Peking  regime,  far  from  being  reformed  by  its  experience  in  the 
United  Nations,  would  be  encouraged  by  its  success  in  gaining 
admission  to  exert,  all  the  more  forcefully,  by  threats  and 
maneuvers,  a most  disruptive  and  demoralizing  influence  on  the 
organization  at  this  critical  moment  in  its  history. 

Thirdly,  its  admission,  in  circumstances  in  which  it  continues 
to  violate  and  defy  the  principles  of  the  Charter,  could  seriously 
shake  public  confidence  in  the  United  Nations — I can  assure  you 
it  would  do  so  among  the  people  of  the  United  States — and  this 
alone  would  significantly  weaken  the  organization. 

Elementary  prudence  requires  the  General  Assembly  to  re- 
flect that  there  is  no  sign  or  record  of  any  intention  by  the  rulers 
of  Communist  China  to  pursue  a course  of  action  consistent  with 
the  Charter.  Indeed,  the  signs  all  point  the  other  way.  The  Peking 
authorities  have  shown  nothing  but  contempt  for  the  United 
Nations.  They  go  out  of  their  way  to  depreciate  it  and  to  insult 
its  members.  They  refuse  to  abandon  the  use  of  force  in  the  Tai- 
wan Straits.  They  continue  to  encroach  on  the  territorial  integrity 
of  other  states.  They  apparently  don’t  even  get  along  very  well 
with  the  USSR! 

Fourth,  and  with  particular  emphasis,  let  me  recall  to  the 
attention  of  my  fellow  delegates  the  explicit  conditions  which 
the  Chinese  Communists  themselves  demand  to  be  fulfilled  before 
they  will  deign  to  accept  a seat  in  the  United  Nations.  I quote 
their  Prime  Minister,  Chou  En  Lai: 

"The  United  Nations  must  expel  the  Chiang  Kai 
Shek  clique  and  restore  China’s  legitimate  rights,  other- 
wise it  would  be  impossible  for  China  to  have  anything 
to  do  with  the  United  Nations.” 


In  this  short  sentence  are  two  impossible  demands.  The  first 
is  that  we  should  expel  from  the  United  Nations  the  Republic  of 
China.  The  second,  "to  restore  China’s  legitimate  rights,”  in  this 
context  and  in  the  light  of  Peking’s  persistent  demands,  can  have 
only  one  meaning:  that  the  United  Nations  should  acquiesce  in 
Communist  China’s  design  to  conquer  Taiwan  and  the  11,000,000 
people  who  live  there,  and  thereby  to  overthrow  and  abolish  the 
independent  government  of  the  Republic  of  China. 

The  effrontery  of  these  demands  is  shocking.  The  Republic 
of  China,  which  we  are  asked  to  expel  and  whose  conquest  and 
overthrow  we  are  asked  to  approve,  is  one  of  the  founding  mem- 
bers of  the  United  Nations.  Its  right  in  this  organization  extend 
in  an  unbroken  line  from  1945,  when  the  Charter  was  framed 
and  went  into  effect,  to  the  present. 

The  Republic  of  China  is  a Charter  member  of  this  organi- 
zation. The  seat  of  the  Republic  of  China  is  not  empty;  it  is 
occupied  and  should  continue  to  be  occupied  by  the  able  dele- 
gates of  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of  China. 

The  fact  that  control  over  the  Chinese  mainland  was  wrested 
from  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of  China  by  force  of  arms, 
and  its  area  of  actual  control  was  thus  greatly  reduced,  does  not 
in  the  least  justify  expulsion,  nor  alter  the  legitimate  rights  of  the 
government. 

The  de  jure  authority  of  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of 
China  extends  throughout  the  territory  of  China.  Its  effective 
jurisdiction  extends  over  an  area  of  over  14,000  square  miles,  an 
area  greater  than  the  territory  of  Albania,  Belgium,  Cyprus,  El 
Salvador,  Haiti,  Israel,  Lebanon  or  Luxembourg — all  of  them 
Member  States  of  the  United  Nations.  It  extends  over  11,000,000 
people,  that  is,  over  more  people  than  exist  in  the  territory  of  65 
United  Nations  Members.  Its  effective  control,  in  other  words, 
extends  over  more  people  than  the  legal  jurisdiction  of  two-thirds 
of  the  governments  represented  here.  The  economic  and  social 
standard  of  living  of  the  people  under  its  jurisdiction  is  one  of 
the  highest  in  all  Asia,  and  is  incomparably  higher  than  the 
miserable  standard  prevailing  on  the  mainland.  The  progressive 
agrarian  policy  of  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of  China  and 
its  progress  in  political,  economic  and  cultural  affairs  contrast 
starkly  with  the  policies  of  the  rulers  in  Peking  under  whom  the 
unhappy  lot  of  the  mainland  people  has  been  little  but  oppres- 
sion, communes,  famine  and  cruelty. 
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All  those  who  have  served  with  the  representatives  of  the 
Republic  of  China  in  the  United  Nations  know  their  high  stand- 
ards of  conduct,  their  unfailing  dignity  and  courtesy,  their  con- 
tributions, and  their  consistent  devotion  to  the  principles  and 
the  success  of  our  organization. 

The  notion  of  expelling  the  Republic  of  China  is  thus  absurd 
and  unthinkable.  But  what  are  we  to  say  of  the  other  condition 
sought  by  Peking — that  the  United  Nations  stand  aside  and  let 
them  conquer  Taiwan  and  the  11,000,000  peolpe  who  live  there.^ 
In  effect,  Peking  is  asking  the  United  Nations  to  set  its  seal  of 
approval  in  advance  upon  what  would  be  as  massive  a resort  to 
arms  as  the  world  has  witnessed  since  the  end  of  World  War  II. 
Of  course  the  United  Nations  will  never  stultify  itself  in  such  a 
way. 

The  issue  we  face  is,  among  other  things,  this  question — 
whether  it  is  right  for  the  United  Nations  to  drive  the  Republic 
of  China  from  this  Organization  in  order  to  make  room  for  a 
regime  whose  appetite  seems  to  be  insatiable.  It  is  whether  we  in- 
tend to  abandon  the  Charter  requirement  that  all  United  Nations 
Members  must  be  peace-loving  and  to  give  our  implicit  blessing 
to  an  aggressive  and  bloody  war  against  those  Chinese  who  are 
still  free  in  Taiwan.  What  an  invitation  to  aggression  the  Soviet 
proposal  would  be — and  what  a grievous  blow  to  the  good  name 
of  the  United  Nations! 

In  these  circumstances  the  United  States  earnestly  believes 
that  it  is  impossible  to  speak  seriously  today  of  "bring  Com- 
munist China  into  the  United  Nations.”  No  basis  exists  on  which 
such  a step  could  be  taken.  We  believe  that  we  must  first  do  just 
the  opposite:  we  must  instead  find  a way  to  bring  the  United 
Nations — its  law  and  its  spirit — back  into  the  whole  Territory  of 
China. 

The  root  of  the  problem  lies,  as  it  has  lain  from  the  begin- 
ning, in  the  hostile,  callous,  and  seemingly  intractable  minds  of 
the  Chinese  Communist  rulers.  Let  those  members  who  advocate 
Peking’s  admission  seek  to  exert  upon  its  rulers  whatever  benign 
influence  they  can,  in  the  hope  of  persuading  them  to  accept  the 
standards  of  the  community  of  nations.  Let  those  rulers  respond 
to  these  appeals;  let  them  give  up  trying  to  impose  their  demands 
on  this  Organization;  let  them  cease  their  aggression,  direct  and 
indirect,  and  their  threats  of  aggression;  let  them  show  respect 
for  the  rights  of  others;  let  them  recognize  and  accept  the  inde- 
pendence and  diversity  of  culture  and  institutions  among  their 
neighbors. 
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Therefore  let  the  assembly  declare  the  transcendent  impor- 
tance of  this  question  of  the  representation  of  China.  Let  us  re- 
affirm the  position  which  the  General  Assembly  took  ten  years 
ago,  that  such  a question  as  this  "should  be  considered  in  the  light 
of  the  purposes  and  principles  of  the  Charter.” 

The  issue  on  which  peace  and  the  future  of  Asia  so  greatly 
depend  is  not  simply  whether  delegates  from  Peking  should  take 
a place  in  the  General  Assembly.  More  profoundly  still,  it  is 
whether  the  United  Nations,  with  its  universal  purposes  of  peace 
and  tolerance,  shall  be  permitted  to  take  its  rightful  place  in 
the  minds  of  the  people  of  all  of  China. 

Today  the  rulers  in  Peking  still  repeat  the  iron  maxim  of 
Mao  Tse-Tung:  ^'All  poltical  power  grows  out  of  the  barrel  of  a 
gun.”  If  that  maxim  had  been  followed  the  United  Nations  would 
never  have  been  created,  and  this  world  would  long  since  have 
been  covered  with  radioactive  ashes.  It  is  an  obsolete  maxim,  and 
the  sooner  it  is  abandoned,  the  sooner  the  people  of  all  of  China 
are  allowed  to  resume  their  traditionally  peaceful  policies,  the 
better  for  the  world. 

The  United  States  will  vote  against  the  Soviet  draft  resolu- 
tion and  give  its  full  support  to  the  continued  participation  of 
the  Representatives  of  the  Government  of  the  Republic  of  China 
in  the  United  Nations. 

No  issue  remaining  before  the  United  Nations  this  year  has 
such  fateful  consequences  for  the  future  of  this  organization.  The 
vital  significance  which  would  be  attached  to  any  alteration  of 
the  current  situation  needs  no  explanation.  The  United  States  has 
therefore  joined  today  with  the  delegations  of  Australia,  Colom- 
bia, Italy  and  Japan  in  presenting  a resolution  under  which  the 
Assembly  would  determine  that  any  proposal  to  change  the 
Representation  of  China  would  be  considered  an  important  ques- 
tion in  accordance  with  the  Charter.  Indeed,  it  would  be  hard  to 
consider  such  a proposal  in  any  other  light  and  we  trust  it  will 
be  solidly  endorsed  by  the  Assembly. 
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Nothing  recurs  in  the  arguments  of  those  who  seek 
Communist  China’s  admission  to  the  United  Nations  more 
often  than  the  notion  that  any  other  course  of  action  is 
unrealistic.  Y et  nothing  argues  more  forcefully  against  the 
admission  of  Communist  China  to  the  United  Nations  than 
the  realities  which  bear  upon  the  Peiping  regime  and  the 
organization  which  it  aspires  to  join.  Ambassador  Adlai  E. 
Stevenson  reminds  us  of  these  realities  in  a speech  deliv- 
ered before  the  General  Assembly  of  the  United  Nations 
on  December  14,  1961: 


"The  first  reality  is  that  the  regime  in  Peiping  does  not  in 
any  meaningful  way  represent  those  700,000,000  people  of  whom 
we  have  heard  so  often  these  past  two  weeks:  the  mass  executions, 
the  iron  controls,  the  total  suppression  of  all  personal  freedom  and 
civil  liberties,  the  two  million  Chinese  refugees  in  Hong  Kong — 
these  are  proof  enough. 

"The  second  reality  is  that  the  Communist  Chinese  regime 
has  already  made  a record  of  aggression  and  hostility  toward  its 
neighbors  in  Korea,  in  Tibet,  in  India  and  in  Southeast  Asia. 


"The  third  reality  is  that  the  Chinese  Communists  are  dedi- 
cated today — and  as  a matter  of  high  policy — to  war  and  violent 
revolution  in  other  countries. 


"The  fourth  reality  is  that  the  Republic  of  China  is  a Found- 
ing Member  of  the  United  Nations — that  the  Government  of  the 
Republic  of  China  exists,  and  so  do  11  million  people  on  Taiwan 
— that  its  Delegation  which  sits  here  now  has  performed  honor- 
able service  to  the  United  Nations  and  its  Charter. 

"The  fifth  reality  is  the  Charter  of  the  United  Nations — 
which  sets  forth  explicitly  the  requirements  for  membership  and 
the  terms  for  expulsion. 

"The  sixth  reality  is  the  proposal  which  is  put  to  us  in  the 
Soviet  draft  resolution — which  is  this:  that  by  our  own  deliberate 
action  we  are  first  to  throw  out  a Founding  Member  who  is  guilty 
of  nothing,  in  order  to  empty  a seat  in  this  Hall;  we  are  then  to 
invite  another  delegation  to  enter  this  body  on  its  own  terms,  to 
fill  that  empty  seat;  and  we  are  to  present  that  new  delegation 
with  a special  license  to  commit  armed  aggression  against  the 
member  we  have  just  ejected  illegally.” 
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